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‘Naturalismiaceceptsitheratutonemyion
ethicsy EthicalfnattiralistSySticihlas
ThemastAquinask(@225=r4)claimithat
theXmorallpropertiesiofipersonsiand
Situationstdependionttheidnature i
S0, moral qualities; dernet presuppose
a God, thoughraiperfectly:wiserand
good God would approve:all'and only:
good and right things. ... INaturalism
does not itself preclude God from
playing an epistemic role in morality.
.... But naturalism does deny: theism a

metaphysical role.
[Brink; *Autonemy,* iniCambridge: Companion, 152]

INEIVEISur aceeptsither autonomyiof
ethicsy EthicalfnattiralistSystichras
ThemastAquinask(@225zrd)yclaimithat
thermorallpropertiestofipersonsiand
Situationstdependionttheidnature i
S0, moral qualities;de net presuppose
a God, though'a perfectly:wise:ana.
good God would approve:alland only:
good and right things. ... Naturalism
does not itself preclude God from
playing an epistemic role in morality.
.... But naturalism does deny: theism a

metaphysical role.
[Brink; *Autonemy,* iniCambridge: Companion, 152]
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The reader should be careful of
this term ‘naturalism’ as it can
easily:be misunderstood outside
of the context of a discussion
about ethics.
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‘Natural:can be used.in contrast
to! 'supernatural;:

This:usagelfollowsithelcontours
| ofithelatheism vs'itheismidebate:

'Natural' can be used in contrast
to ‘artificial’.
This usage follows the contours
of the evolution vs. intelligent
design debate.
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‘Naturalican'berused.in a

relatively:non=philosephical
sense:tolreferitolitheiwayithings
generally;act.orappear:

Forexample; one might:
obsenvelthatlions arernaturally;
ferocioustcarnivoresiwhile
many;:birds arerrelativelyiskittish
omniveres:

'Natural' can be used as a
reference to the metaphysical
nature of a thing.

This usage follows the contours
of classical metaphysics,
especially Aristotle, who
employed such metaphysical
categories as form/matter.
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In classical

Aristotelian/Thomistic
metaphysics, the
form/matter composition
of sensiblelobjects
defines'the essence of
that object.

Thus, for example;
human essencelis its
soul/body: constitution.

Naturalism ExeeE]olsS iale ElieIel il Ol
ethicsy Ethicallnaturalistsystchias)
ThemastAquinas ({225574) claimithat
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a God, though'a perfectly:wise:ana.
good God would approve:alland only:
good and right things. ... Naturalism
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playing an epistemic role in morality.
.... But naturalism does deny: theism a

metaphysical role.
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form/matter.

Later, Aquinas augments
elements of Aristotle’s
metaphysics to include (among
other things) existence (Latin:
esse) in contrast to essence.
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The Is / Ought Fallacy

predicated on the fact / value
dichotomy

asserts that premises of an
argument appealing to facts
(is) cannot lead to a
conclusion of obligation
(ought)

first formulated by David
Hume in A Treatise of Human
Nature
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In this context of Brink's
discussion, ethical naturalism is
the idea that moral values “arise

from" and can be "reduced to"
non-moral facts.

This usage touches on what
known as the “naturalistic
fallacy’” which says that moral
values cannot “arise from" and
cannot be “reduced to" non-
moral facts or natural properties.

Thus, Brink is denying the
naturalistic fallacy.

The Naturalistic Fallacy




David Hume

A TREATISE
OF HUMAN
NATURE
Analytical Index by
L. A. SELBY-BIGGE

Second Edition
with text revised and notes by

P. H. NIDDITCH

“In every system of morality, which |
have hitherto met with, | have
always remarked, that the author
proceeds for some time in the
ordinary way of reasoning, and
establishes the being of a God, or
makes observations concerning
human affairs; when of a sudden |
am surprized to find, that instead of
the usual copulations of
propositions, is, and is not, | meet
with no proposition that is not
connected with an ought, or
an ought not.
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“This change is imperceptible; but
is, however, of the last
consequence. For as this ought, or
ought not, expresses some new
relation or affirmation, it is
necessary that it should be
observed and explained; and at the
same time that a reason should be
given, for what seems altogether
inconceivable, how this new relation
can be a deduction from others,
which are entirely different from it.

‘But as authors do not commonly
use this precaution, | shall presume
to recommend it to the readers; and

am persuaded, that this small
attention would subvert all the
vulgar systems of morality, and let
us see, that the distinction of vice
and virtue is not founded merely on
the relations of objects, nor is
perceived by reason.”
[David Hume, A Treatise of Human Nature Bk. Ill, Pt. |, §1, ed. L. A.

Shelby-Bigge, 27 ed. revised by P. H. Nidditch (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1978), p. 469-470]

|

David Hum

(1711-1776)

-

&

David Hume
(1711-177__@_)

-
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The Naturalistic Fallacy

The Is / Ought Fallacy

predicated on the fact / value
dichotomy

asserts that premises of an
argument appealing to facts
(is) cannot lead to a
conclusion of obligation
(ought)

first formulated by David
Hume in A Treatise of Human
Nature

G. E. MOORE

*

PRINCIPIA
ETHICA

REPRINTED

*

CAMBRIDGE

the claim that it is a fallacy to
maintain that the notion of
‘good’ can arise from or be
reduced to a natural property.

expression ‘naturalistic

fallacy’ first used by G. E.
Moore in Principia Ethica

GHE Moore |

(187321958)
Vool
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dlihe very commission ofithe
naturalisticifallacy involves that
theseiwhoicommitiitishouldnot
recognize’clearly the'meaningfof the
propasition ‘This is'good’ —that Fhey
shoeuldinot be'able'tordistinguish
thisifrom other propositionsiwhich
seemito resemble’it; andiwhere!l this
is s0,itis, of course, impossible] that
itstlogicalirelationsishould be
clearly/perceived:* ,

[G. E. Moere) Principial Ethica (€ambridge: €ambridge University Press, C
1922), 61l G,E Moeone

(s73411958)
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WILLIAM K. FRANKENA

Foundations of Philosophy Series

"'On all such views [that
Frankena is discussing], ethical
jL‘ldgments are disguised

assertions of fact of some kitlwd.

Tho\se who say ... that they are
disgu‘ised assertions of empirical
fact are called ethical naturalilsts,

and those who regard them as
disguised assertions of

metabhysical or theological facts

ére called metaphysical

moralists.”

[William K. Fwankena, Ethics, 2" ed. (Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, [1973),
98, emphasis in original]

12
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My worry here is that Frankena has
in mind empiricism as it is
understood today and is not at all
considering the important elements
within classical empiricism.

What is more, when it comes to any
metaphysical considerations, there

is a difference between the mere
"fact" that something exists, and
recognizing that the thing's
existence is an "act."

Last, in my experience, this last
expression never seemed to have
caught on in the philosophical
discussion about ethics.
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"'On all such views [that
Frankena is discussing], ethical
judgments are disguised

~~artions of fact of some kind.
Tho§e wie -2V ... that they alre
disgu‘ised assertions of amnpiiricel]
itxet are called ethical naturalilsts,
and those who regard them as
disguised assertions of
meta;‘n 1, "ical or theological facts
EICX e dmetaphysieal
mojaliStshd

[William K. Fr‘ankena, Ethics, 2" ed. (Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, [1973),
98, emphasis in original]

gy ighted Mstes il

JOHN S, FEINBERG
PAUL D. FEINBERG

ETHIGS

FOR A BRAVE
NEW WORLD

ZND EDITION

UPBATED AND EXPANGED
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“Naturalistic ethical
theories claim that ethical.
terms can beldefined in
terms of non-ethical ones
and that ethical claims can
be translated into factual.
ones. Thus, naturalistic
theories hold that ethical.
sentences assert'someifact
(e.g., empirical or
metaphysical) and that the
terms in them canibe
defined. in non-ethical.
terms.*
[UohnisHEeinberglandiPaul D. FeinbergNEthicsifora

BravellNewAWorlds2adied. Wheatond€rossways200)}
29]

eNaturalisticlethical
EETES @E e ethical.
(s canibeldefined/in
terms of;
and'that ethical claims can
be translatedinto factual
ones: Thus; naturalistic
theories hold that ethical.
sentencesiassertisomelfact
(e.g., empirical or
metaphysical)iandithatithe
terms;in themicanlbe
definediininon-ethical
terms: =
[NohnisSEeinbergiandiPaul D. FeinbergREthicsiforal

BravelNewiWerldi2idled, Wheatoni€rossways20il0)}
29]
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For the Thomist,
G who holds that

terms of: non ethlca ones

; : 3 () I r L [/
. G good’ and ‘being

onesThusy naturalistic’s

r-"’”;"jf ';‘j,’,‘,’,,_‘,’j:f;’,"“’: 4 are convertible
metaphysical)landjthagithe . ter’ms, W ha t is he
to make of this
distinction?

ln autonomy of
eth/csg attiral
(ﬂ%%)g
ln @t?
ﬁ?

good God would approverall'and only:

good and. right things. ... Naturalism
does' not itself preclude God from

playing an epistemic role in morality.
.. But naturalism does deny theism a

metaphysical role. | David©4Brink

[Brink; *Autonemy,* iniCambridge: Companion, 152]
7
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cINaturalism autonomy: of Th_e phrase therautonomy of
ethics, [Elleel elvEllSiS, SUEh S ethics'is no doubt a'reference

(1225574); to'Kant.
thelimoralipropertiestofipersons In‘this tradition, by;and large

-@‘7’7 %@ﬂf ”F morality/is'autonomousinias

much aslit isifree fromithe
constraintsiof Bivinelaw,
considerned in the “Divine

good God Would approve aII angd. only
o0od and right things: ... Naturalism
gdoes not igself pregclude God from Command Thgory" modellof
playing an epistemic role in morality. ethics.
.. But naturalism does deny theism a Kantiregarded morallautonomy:
metaphysical role. in‘terms ofione having freedom
[Brink, *Autonomy,* in. Cambridge. Companion, 152] OVer One's moral aCtlonS

, 0/) aort /i;]!
I

4 \(

zl /(41 /’/]ﬂ/A
% L” 17/\

Immanuel Kant
(.-"1724-1804)

16
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"Reason must look upon itself
as the author of its own
principles independently of

ali‘en influences. Therefore as
pr.\—::ctical reason, or as the will
of a rational being, can be|a

w:II of his own only under the

Iqea of freedom, and such|a
M(III must therefore—from a
practical view—be attributed to

all rational beings.

[Immanuel Kant, Groundwork of the Metaphysic of Morals, trans.|H. J.
Paton (New York: Harper & Row, 1948), ]
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Immanuel Kant
(@-1804)

naturalistsstichl
({1225 74);
moral properties of persons and
situations depend on their nature, [
not
El

Bavid«©4Brink

&
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‘EthicallnaturalistsystchrasiThomas
Aquinasy({:22574)claimithatthe
moral properties of persons and
situations depend on their nature. [t
S, moral qualities de net presuppose
a God,

‘EthicaltnaturalistsystchrasiThomas
Aquinasy({:22574)claimithatthe
moral properties of persons and
Situations depend on their nature. [t
so,  moral qualities de net presuppose
a God,
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Brink gives ne
argument as terwhy.it
follows that iffmoral
properties of persons
depend tupon. their
natures then moral
qualities'do: not.
presuppose God.

The very:same
Themas Aquinas; in
his argument for the
divine governance ofr
the world, makes an

explicit.connection
between human
nature:and God.

18
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#The natural necessity
inherent in those beings
which' are determined to a
particular thing, is a kind
oflimpression from God,
directing them to their

“as the necessity
whereby an arrow is
'moved so as to fly
towards a certain point is
anlimpression from the 4”\;
archer, and not from the i

o

Tho&r,r?é

X
l\t

(1225=
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EBltthere is a difference,
inasmuch as that which
creatures receive from
God'is their nature, while
that.which natural things
receive from man in
addition to their nature is
iIsomewhat violent.

sWherefore, as the violent
necessity in the
movement of the arrow
Shows the actions of the
archer, so the natural
mecessity of things show
the government of Divine
Providence. 1

[Tl @l 1‘3‘ antl5ads'3; t s. Fathers of the English Dominican Province
(WestminsteriChristian Classics, 1981]

’f/'
V. d
£ N

A

‘t
\‘ ;
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(EthicalinaturalistsFsuchrasslihomas R
Aquinas, (22554 claimithatithe i _ _
moral properties of persons and Interestingly, Aquinas
on their nature, [l 1
s@, meral qualities do'net presuppose utilizes thersame

a God), reasoning inthis
arguments;for God's

existence and God's
knowledge of things
otherthan Himself:

Asran Argument
for God's
Existence

b
[ \§ mecpgs ¢

' ~Thomas Aqguinas
(1225-1274)

21
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gWelseelthat things which lack
intelligence, such as natural
bodiesyact for an end, and this is
evident from their acting always,
lernearly always, in the same
way,rso'as to obtain the best
resultyHence it is plain that not
fortuitously, but designedly, do
ithey, achieve their end.

™ _*,, g J;,

\‘ mf%ﬁ <!

' Thomas Aqumas
(1225-1274)

ENowiwhatever lacks intelligence

cannotimove toward an end,
unlessiit be directed by some
beingiendowed with knowledge
intelligence; as the arrow is
Shotitolits mark by the archer.
iherefore some intelligent being
existsibyiwhom all natural things
lareldirected!to their end; and this "

* g _Js '
being we call God." :,W T P :

Thomas 'Aqumlas

(1225-1274)

g3transtiEathersiofithe Englishi Dominican  Province (Westminster: Christian
1Y O il

22
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Astan Argument
for God's
Knowledge of
Tthings Other
than Himself

2Whatever naturally
tends toward another
musthave this tendency
from:someone directing
ititoward its end; &
otherwise, it would tend = ! :
toward it merely by € ? -.-:;,-'i"

<

{3\‘; m*ﬁ"&g,‘ ‘:\‘_" & ‘. -
" ThomasAaguinas

(1225=1274)

23
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ENow, in the things of
nature we find a natural
appetite by which each
and every things tends

‘toward its end.

¢FHence, we must affirm
thelexistence of some
intellect above natural
ithings, which has
ordained natural things
ito' their end and
implanted in them a
natural appetite or

inclination.

24
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gButa thing cannot be
ordained to any end
unless the thing itself is
kinown, together with the
end to which it is
ordained.

gHence, there must be a
knmowledge of natural
things in the divine
intellect from which the
origin'and the order of

N nature come."

[em (’dfi'ate), @2, art: 3, trans. Robert W. Mulligan (Indianapolis: Hackett,
684, Vel 1, 2 701

25
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‘Ethicaltnaturalistsystchrast Thomas
Aquinas) ({225574)5 claimithatthe 2
moralpropertiesiofpersenstand Brinkigoes on' torassert

situationstdependiontthelFnatire i (again, without:any.
seymerallqualitiestdeoinotpreStppese

_ argument)that aigoeod God.
a God, thought alperfectlyswiserand 7 Id P
elerer] €] would approve: all.and only. UWAQIILY] elots el el Oty

good and. right things, INERIEST ClES good and rightthings,“that
not itself preclude God from: playing: an

God might playian
epistemological role’in
maorality; and perhaps God

could playiamotivational
naturalism does deny: the/sm a role.

metaphysical role.
[Brink; *Autonomy,* intCambridge: Companion, 152]

‘EthicaltnaturalistsystchrastThomas i
Aquinasy({:22574)claimithatthe
imoralpropertie stofpersemnstand.
situationstdependiontthelFnatire i
seymerallqualitiestdeoinotprestppese . _
a God: tholghtalpertectlywiseland, INotelthatimy pointiherelisinot
good God weuld approve alltand only: EIZACIRES SVIRTASUAYE

good and. right things. Naturalism'does (thought[ithinkithatiitiis):
not itself preclude Godifrom. playing-an Rather, my.point.is that.Brink is
epistemic role in° morality (telling us

wrong.iniconcluding thatithe
reliably:what is'morally:good and bad) . J ; J :
ClIEEINEIVIEN S A IES
or a motivational role (providing d/vme frerrl o] =
/ncem‘/ve for moral behawor) ( ec”’zrlng i ,mm, S UL,
of-‘naturalism*here) denies
theismi~a metaphysical role:=

Butiitis'manifestlyifalse thatifor
Aquinasi‘naturalism doesideny.
theism:a:metaphysical role’

[Brink; *Autonomy,* intCambridge: Companion, 152]
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‘Naturalismraceeptsitheratutonemyion
ethicsy EthicalfnattiralistsSySticra’s
ThemastAquinask(@225zrd)claimithat
thermorallpropertiestofpersonsiand
Situationstdependionttheidnature i
S0, moral qualities;de net presuppose
a God, thoughraiperfectly:wiseanad
good God would approve:alland only:
good and right things. ... Naturalism
does not itself preclude God from
playing an epistemic role in morality.
.... But naturalism does deny: theism a

metaphysical role.
[Brink; *Autonemy,* iniCambridge: Companion, 152]

O e
Euiiinuphigoe
Diilleminna:
Being and
Goodness
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e
LLast, Brinkistdiscussion: suffers
fromitheranachronisticiusage
ofithe'notion, of “moral
properties coupled with'the
notion'of“good“in asimuchias
herfailsi(as:many:other
contemporary.analytic
philosophersido)ito distinguish
‘morallgood:and-goodin the
context.of Aquinas:s
understanding of:the
convertibility:of-being
and good:

Bayid©4Brink
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dloldeterminelwhethe@merality;
requirestalreligioustfoundationawe
needitoldistinguishithreelaifferent
elesiGodimightiplaydintmerality:
Goaiplaysialmetaphysicaltrolelin
moralitydifithelexistencelandinatire
offmoralirequirementsiadepenaion
hisiexistencelanawilli@nistichia
viewrittistGod s attitudesitowara.
variousicourses ofiactionithat
makes themigood orbad and right

orwrong-*

[David @ Brink; “lihe/Autonomy!of Ethics,* ini€Cambridge: Companion,
150]

gloldeterminelwhethedmorality;
equiresialieligiotskfotnaationgwe
neeaitolaistinguishithreeXdifferent
nele'skGeadimightdplaydinkmeralit
Godlplaysia rolelin
moralitydifithelexistencelandinature
ofimoralfrequirementsidepenaion
histexistencelandiwillf@niStzZia
viewyitiisiGodssiattitudestowara
variousicourses ofactionithat
makes'themigood orbad andright
orwrong-*

[David @ Brink; “lihe/Autonomy! of Ethics;* infCambridge Companion,
150]
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Note that Brink: moves from
the role being metaphysical
to the role being attitudinal.

With this, Brink is attempting
to convert the question of
any metaphysical role God
might play into a “Euthyphro*
role.

This allows him to then
critique the question along
the contours of the
Euthyphro Dilemma.

28
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A dllemma Is a choice
between two,options:

e/ther When both 5pt/ons are desirable
but enlyione can be chosen ...

30
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. ‘F % - o T '
or when both options are less than
desirablerand one must be chosen.

e |

Whenithere arelenly two possible
cheicesthen itfis a true, dilemma.

[ (::_ A -:'.'-.‘ 3 .“"J,T“
v RN s

31
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Whenithere arelonly two possible

chelcestthen itlis'a true dilemma.

If a dilemma’is passead.off as a true
dilemmaiwhen inftactithere is a
third (or more) option, then this is a
falsexdilemmas

32
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ihelname
iEUthyphlhics
comesitromithe
titleloftaldialogie
wiiittenibydRlato®

SEEHEES MEEES
Euthyphre¥aleong,
thelwayaheading
{0 GOUIA ({0
[OSEEUIE (1S
ownltatheron
IMULEEY:

33



"So, in the name of heaven, tell me now about
the matter you just felt sure you know quite
thoroughly. State what you take piety [evoepec,
eusebes] and impiety [oceBec, asebes] to be
with reference to murder and all other cases.
Is not the holy [ocov, hosion] always one and.
the same in thing in every action, and, again,
is not the unholy [avociov, anosion] always
opposite to the holy, and like itself? And as
unholiness does it not always have its one
essential form [\8¢owv, idean], which will be
found in everything that is unholy? ... Then tell
me. How do you define the holy [octov,
hosion] and the unholy [ovoctov, anosion]?”

[Euthyphro, 5d, trans. Lane Cooper (© 1941) in Plato: The Collected Dialogues,
ed. Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns (Princeton, Princeton University

Press, 1962), 173]

"So, in the name of heaven, tell me now about
the matter you just felt sure you know quite
thoroughly. State what you take piety [evoepeg,
eusebes] and impiety [oceBec, asebes] to be
with reference to murder and all other cases.
Is not the holy [oclov, hosion] always one and.
the same in thing in every action, and, again,
is not the unholy [avociov, anosion] always
opposite to the holy, and like itself? And as
unholiness does it not always have its one
essential form [\8¢owv, idean], which will be

found in everything that is unholy? ... Then tell

me. How do you define the holy [octov,
hosion] and the unholy [ovoctov, anosion]?”

[Euthyphro, 5d, trans. Lane Cooper (© 1941) in Plato: The Collected Dialogues,
ed. Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns (Princeton, Princeton University

Press, 1962), 173]

Sechates

(6. 899 BE)

Sechates

(6. 899 BE)
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"So, in the name of heaven, tell me now about
the matter you just felt sure you know quite
thoroughly. State what you take piety [evoepeg,
eusebes] and impiety [oceBec, asebes] to be
with reference to murder and all other cases.
Is not the holy [ocov, hosion] always one and.
the same in thing in every action, and, again,
is not the unholy [avociov, anosion] always
opposite to the holy, and like itself? And as
unholiness does it not always have its one
essential form [\8¢owv, idean], which will be
found in everything that is unholy? ... Then tell
me. How do you define the holy [octov,
hosion] and the unholy [ovoctov, anosion]?”

[Euthyphro, 5d, trans. Lane Cooper (© 1941) in Plato: The Collected Dialogues,
ed. Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns (Princeton, Princeton University

Press, 1962), 173]

"So, in the name of heaven, tell me now about
the matter you just felt sure you know quite
thoroughly. State what you take piety [evoepeg,
eusebes] and impiety [oceBec, asebes] to be
with reference to murder and all other cases.
Is not the holy [oc1ov, hosion] always one and.
the same in thing in every action, and, again,
is not the unholy [avociov, anosion] always
opposite to the holy, and like itself? And as
unholiness does it not always have its one
essential form [\8¢owv, idean], which will be

found in everything that is unholy? ... Then tell

me. How do you define the holy [octov,
hosion] and the unholy [ovoctov, anosion]?”

[Euthyphro, 5d, trans. Lane Cooper (© 1941) in Plato: The Collected Dialogues,
ed. Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns (Princeton, Princeton University

Press, 1962), 173]

Sechates

(6. 899 BE)

Sechates

(6. 899 BE)
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"So, in the name of heaven, tell me now about
the matter you just felt sure you know quite
thoroughly. State what you take piety [evoepeg,
eusebes] and impiety [oceBec, asebes] to be
with reference to murder and all other cases.
Is not the holy [oc1ov, hosion] always one and.
the same in thing in every action, and, again,
is not the unholy [avociov, anosion] always
opposite to the holy, and like itself? And as
unholiness does it not always have its one
essential form [\8¢owv, idean], which will be
found in everything that is unholy? ... Then tell
me. How do you define the holy [octov,
hosion] and the unholy [ovoctov, anosion]?”

[Euthyphro, 5d, trans. Lane Cooper (© 1941) in Plato: The Collected Dialogues,
ed. Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns (Princeton, Princeton University

Press, 1962), 173]

"So, in the name of heaven, tell me now about
the matter you just felt sure you know quite
thoroughly. State what you take piety [evoepeg,
eusebes] and impiety [oceBec, asebes] to be
with reference to murder and all other cases.
Is not the holy [oc1ov, hosion] always one and.
the same in thing in every action, and, again,
is not the unholy [avociov, anosion] always
opposite to the holy, and like itself? And as
unholiness does it not always have its one
essential form [\8¢owv, idean], which will be

found in everything that is unholy? ... Then tell

me. How do you define the holy [octov,
hosion] and the unholy [ovoctov, anosion]?”

[Euthyphro, 5d, trans. Lane Cooper (© 1941) in Plato: The Collected Dialogues,
ed. Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns (Princeton, Princeton University

Press, 1962), 173]

Sechates

(6. 899 BE)

Sechates

(6. 899 BE)
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"So, in the name of heaven, tell me now about
the matter you just felt sure you know quite
thoroughly. State what you take piety [evoepeg,
eusebes] and impiety [oceBec, asebes] to be
with reference to murder and all other cases.
Is not the holy [oc1ov, hosion] always one and.
the same in thing in every action, and, again,
is not the unholy [avociov, anosion] always
opposite to the holy, and like itself? And as
unholiness does it not always have its one
essential form [\8¢owv, idean], which will be
found in everything that is unholy? ... Then tell
me. How do you define the holy [octov,
hosion] and the unholy [ovoctov, anosion]?”

[Euthyphro, 5d, trans. Lane Cooper (© 1941) in Plato: The Collected Dialogues,
ed. Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns (Princeton, Princeton University

Press, 1962), 173]

"So, in the name of heaven, tell me now about
the matter you just felt sure you know quite
thoroughly. State what you take piety [evoepeg,
eusebes] and impiety [oceBec, asebes] to be
with reference to murder and all other cases.
Is not the holy [oc1ov, hosion] always one and.
the same in thing in every action, and, again,
is not the unholy [avociov, anosion] always
opposite to the holy, and like itself? And as
unholiness does it not always have its one
essential form [\8¢owv, idean], which will be

found in everything that is unholy? ... Then tell

me. How do you define the holy [oclov,
hosion] and the unholy [owvociov, anosion]?”

[Euthyphro, 5d, trans. Lane Cooper (© 1941) in Plato: The Collected Dialogues,
ed. Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns (Princeton, Princeton University

Press, 1962), 173]

Sechates

(6. 899 BE)

Sechates

(6. 899 BE)
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o

\

- N

Edith Hamilton Huntington Cairns
(1867-1963) (1904-1985)

iWellsthen ks ay;
IS Winel: [ e mew cleling),

prosecutingkihelWieigeoec s
Anaineitelpieseelie

ulely”

[EUthyphioN5eRtiansh Cc’)c;_i_';ggn]
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"Well, bear in mind that what |
asked of you was not to tell me
one or two out of all the
numerous actions that are
holy; | wanted you to tell me

what is the essential form of
holiness which makes all holy
actions holy. ... Show me what,

precisely, this ideal is." i
[Euthyphro, 6d, trans. Cooper]
(€- 899 BE)

Wl e, wier: s fo
thelgodstis wier fis
notipleasingkte

IS} &

[EdthyphiofeentiansiCoopen]
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"Is what is holy, holy because
the gods approve it, or do they.
approve it because it is holy?*

[Euthyphro, 10a, trans. Cooper]

SecrateS
(. 389 BC)

lnLits contemperary version, the
Euthyphre Di/eg?ma asKs:
Is®X¢goodibecauseiGod wills X

or

does God willbX becausebdis good?
__ e
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Somet/mes the Euthyphro
Dilemma I's worded:

Is X8geod becatise Godicommands X
or
does God command.Xibecalse X is good?

ol

Thé'se twd opt/ons seem
terbe exhaustive.

The Euthyphre is ustially offered as
a true dilemma.

Since neither option isidesirable,
the options aresomet/mes regarded as
the "horns .’
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HERE'S A TOUGH ONE. 15 IF THE FIRST IS TRUE,

SOMETHING G000 o THEN MORALITY I<

COMMANDS IT, OR - GOD COULD MAKE
DOES GOP COMMANG IT ANYTHING 'GOOD*
BECAUSE IT'S GOOD? JUST BY S4¥NG SO
! .

J —

Ky
I HATE
THESE
i quEsTIONS
THEN GO 18 JUST
REFLECTING A A/GHER
STANDARD THAN HIMSELF,
AND MORALITY WOULD
EXIST WITHOUT HIM
ENOUGH/ REMEMBER
e e - "THE FOOL HAS
NATURE - HE CANNOT N YEART

e~ b ca THERE IS NO GOD"

—

HE SAY THERE
GOP BECAUSE
A FOOL, OR IS
L BECAUSE
SAYS THERE IS
NO GOR?P
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ISsX gooed becalse God wills it?

This option has comeito the known as
the
Divine Command Theory.

Note thatisemeluse the expression
Diviner€CommandsTheory' as
referring, notito what makes some
action"'geod, but what makes the
action obligatohy:
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Suggested
Problems with the
First,Hofn

F/rst i X fis good because God wills it
thenithissweuld seem to mean that God
could make semethingtgood by willing
or commandaing/it.

Thus, if God willed rape (er racism, or
murder, or anys other sin)sthen it would
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R " i "' - X I‘W'*.ﬂ'i{fl T v ." ;%,2‘ 7

Second, ifXis good because God wills
it thenkthisswouldtmake the statement
‘God's will'is' geod" teabe “God's will'is
whattGod wills” whichris'an empty
claim;*what philosephers call
‘trivially true
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The second option says God wills X
because X IS good.

Suggested
Problems with the
Sec_d Horn

=
R
S RS
i {%ﬂ’f"‘;"
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2D
=
RS

good'that is outside’of and

above God.
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Good s ultimately grounded
in‘the:matureiof God.

y

A

R ALMARARENT 4
: o/
David WA quc,

~ <
ardson, Jr.
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“Good'’ is literally who
God.is in'His person
and character. Good is
a person. ... When ...
peoplelsay~God'is
good: ... it meansifar
moreithan God does
good things or.God is
good to us. They mean
that God's very nature
is good. ...

“What makes
something good. isinot
that God commanded
it, or even thatihe had
it writteniin'the'Bible. It
goes much deeper:
what makes something
good. is becauseithat's
who God is'in His
unchanging nature. ...
He is the definition
of good.”

[David W. Richardson, Jr. Transparent: How to See
Through the Powerful Assumptions that Control You
(Franklin: Clovercroft, 2016), 73, 74]

4/1/2026 2:55 PM

David W

David W& R?c/h/ardson, Jr.
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Isi There:a
Problem with the
Third Option?

o »‘—:%‘."j

FHoweverthe preblem of being trivially
true and empty of moral content
whiech we saw regarding the First

Hernfseems teiremain.
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sfa\g!iffefenceeen "th-e:.@l
MOWINGR¥alg "th,e.@rder @f\bemg

v

There is a difference between "the order of
knowing" and "the order of being"

1@ mep [$ frstin e ereer o KneWIhg.
SES [siistin he order o [0Eing.
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Infetherwords,; ene would need to

know: what the werd. 'geod’ means

before oneican apply.the word to

God, but God hasto exist before
there can be "geod."
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IR 3 =5y a R =
5 ; e T o
s a ¢ g v

DS D E o

Wihvat s Evil?

Inicontemporary discussions
on the Problemyof Evil, evil
usually. has to doe*with pain,

suffering, and death.
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two arguments
far the
nonexistence
of Cod

Nonbelie
sEVIL

| THEODORE M. DRANGE

“Tolformulate the
argument from evil
in the strongest
possible way, it
seems tormethat it

would suffice to take
‘evil’ torrefer just to
suffering and
premature death.”

[Nonbelief and  Evil: Two Arguments. for the.

Nonexistence of God, (Amherst: Prometheus, 1998),
27]
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Whilelutilizing this definition
in certain contexits, the
Classical / Thomistic
tradition willflargely
understand evil infterms of

the metaphysics.

If God created everything
except Himselfyand, if evil
Is'something;then it
would seem the God
created evil.
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If God did not create evil,
then it would seem either:
evil'is unreal

or
evil isgnot a thing.

b
ki
0

HEE S &
differenece

etWEeENE
being nothing
(Unieal)
and

(854:430)

Augustine Y not being a thln
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Augustinexang
that evillisfiealRbut
IS meiraithing
Rathemifisial
| | privation erajlack
Wi inkthings

(854:430)

 pousLenay IMAGE BOOK

Augustine
(854-430)

AN IMAGE BOOK ORIGINAL
[ COMPLETE AND UNABRIDGED

57



4/1/2026 2:55 PM

“EVvil.is
only. the
privation

ofta good.*

[Confessionsylllh 71§ 2]

Augustine
(854-430)

“Now. evil is in a

Stubstance because
something which it
wasioriginally to have,
and\whichi it ought to g
haveyisilacking in it.”

IStmmajeontialGentilesyllIN6 §1]

¢ &
.;! Q b S <

' \Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)
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“Evil is simply a
privation of something
whichia subject is

entitled by its origin to
poessess and which it
eught to have.”

“Evil is the
absence of the

good, which is
natural and due to

IStmmakTheologiae Q49 art ]

4/1/2026 2:55 PM

(1225-1274)

(1225:1274)
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“Evil'.cannot exist by
itselfisince it has no
essence... Therefore,
evilmust be in a
subject.”

[Stimmaleorniial GentilesNINS2] ‘i \
’ "“% M.:-;{'-"f-',y'.‘f: Sy

o
A
e

' \Thomas Aquinas

(1225=1274)

Notelthat'there Is a
difference between a

privation and a negation.
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A negatlon is the mere
absence or'removal of
something.

A privation is therabsence or
removal of something that
"" L th ere.

Blindness s the
privation of slight.

But blindness s not a@
thing n iKself.

A rock cannot see, but
it Is not blind because
fo see. negation
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Blindness ls the
clsplecement of sight.
But blindness s not a

thing (n Kself.

A rock cannot see, but A o

it is not blind because | . S ga s 3
it "ought” not be able : fi‘i‘ﬁ'sj, '

fo see. negation -
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N Good isffirstiidentified with 'desirable’
(appetible)-
2. 'Desirableis identified with¥perfect'.

"Now itis clear

that a thing is
des:rable only in

Thorhés Aqumas
(1225=1274)
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. 'Good!lisfirst identified with 'desirable'
(appetible):

. 'Desirabletis identified with¥perfect'.

. 'Perfectiis identified with ‘act' or
‘actuality;.

IS EXS{VE] A

(ST, O et

A

' \Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)

g Smespgo;

3

64



4/1/2026 2:55 PM

"An alternate word for
actuality in this respect
is "perfection”
(entelecheia). It was
used by Aristotle along
with actuality to
designate the formal

elements in the things.

Joseph Owens
(1908-2005)

“"These perfected the
material element in the
sense of filling its
potentiality and
completing the thing.

Joseph Owens
(1908-2005)
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“Since existence is
required to complete
the thing and all the
formal elements and
activities, it may be
aptly called the
perfection of all
perfections. "

[An Interpretation of Existence (Houston: Center for Thomistic Studies,

Jose ph Owens 1968), 52-53]
(1908-2005)

perfection

(entelecheia, eviekeyeio)

en, ev = in
+
telos, telog = end, goal
+
echein, gyelv = to have
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perfection

(entelecheia, eviekeyeio)

to have the end or goal in

“Goodis'first identified with ‘desirable’
(appetible).

. ‘Desirable?is identified.withiperfect'.

. 'Perfectiis identified \ﬁth ‘act’ or
‘actuality;.

. 'Actuality’ is identified witlﬂ'being'.

s
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kGoodnessiand being are really the
Isamesanaiadifferdonly in idea; which
isicleadfromithelfollowing argument.
ihelessencelof goodness consists
inkthisSthatitis in'some way
desigableSkence the Philosopher
Saysl[Ethiclil¥Goodness is what all
desire."

isliticlear that a thing is
blelonlyiin so far as it is
taforallldesire their own
Butieverything is perfect
Yitisiactual. Therefore it is
cleadthatialthinglis perfect so far as
ifdexistsiforitis existence that
imakestallithingsiactual, as is clear
fromithelforegoing [@Q. 3, A. 4: Q. 4,
ASAEencelitiisiclear that goodness
beinglare the same reality.”
ST, @B, & 1]
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fulllexploration of how it is
thatbeing“and ‘good’ are
convertible (whichlis to say that

being~andsgood=are really the
same) requires a examination of
the Medieyval doctrlne of the

Tran “l‘|| ||‘ tals

New Scholasticism 59 (1985): 449-470

The Convertibility of Being and Good
in St. Thomas Aquinas

by Jan A. Aertsen

INHANY dieval e.g. 'Alexander of Hales,
BoulmmAlhu-HhG'ml,ThnnAqninu,dn tate-
ment can be found : bmnglndgoodlmwnvm " (ens of
bom-nwmndm) That !nn_y “being * and “ good
are h ble terms in predi ( rti enim est
conversim praedicari). Wherever “being” is predicated of
something, the predicate “ pod umvolrnduwell.

That must imply that “good ” is here not a concept that
adds a real content or a new quality to “being ', as a result
of which * being " irulncod.F n that case there would

bo no question of conw l:l -wl is an attribute
l»chperlummevryh prvpen lbengu-ucb
“mode that is common, a deolunq upon ryheag

I.n other wn.l:, good ™ is coextensive th beng , it is one

of the so-called iranscendentia ® b, ince Suarez, are usually
referred to as tnmd-.h

1 Alexander of Hales, Summa 1, |-|. 1, Tract. 3, . 3, membram 1, e.
1, a 1, “An idem sit bosum et ens™; Bonaventure, /n II femt, d. 1,
pLal g l fudm . = Fos l. bonum eomvertuntar, sieut velt
D’hlll’l‘l A oM ez , fundam. 4; Albert the Great, De Bowo gq.
), a. 0; Bumma ﬂwl hld. 28; Thomas Aquines, In I Sent. 8, 1
3; De Ver, XXI, 2 ﬂ‘omuul,hﬂ.!l mma Theol. 1, 16, 3,

1 Thomas Awln-q.l‘h I, 2obj. 2.

3 De Pot. IX, 7 ad 51 hum.w-uin ro qualitatia, Bo
Iw-unqnodu--wtu uau quod wullam rmmpumndt

*De

. 27, e 3:
Boasum dleit o et do dentibus omne
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Medieval Philosophy

as Transcendental Thought Medieval Philosophy and
the Transcendentals

The Case of Thomas Aquinas

By
Jan A. Aertsen

— =
P

Being and
Goodness

THE CONCEPT OF THE GOOD
IN METAPHYSICS AND
PHILOSOPHICAL THEOLOGY

EDITED BY

ScorT MAcDONALD
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s gl - B s . ' . [
entified with*desirable

1. "Good"isfirst id
(appetible):
‘Desiirableris identified with¥perfect'.

'‘Perfect’is identifiedwith 'act’ or
‘actuality:.

‘Actuality’ is identified withFbeing'.

God is goodness,itself in‘asimuch as
God is beingéi(t?:, "
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ZlolGod alone does
ilbelong to be His
own subsistent

[Siptlaroar )

2God is absolute
forim, or rather
absolute being"

[ST; [ @8} et 7]
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2Godlis supremely
being:::: He'is being
itself, subsistent,

absolutely
j;determined. 9

!
(1225:1274)

£Good belongs
pre-eminently

(ST, @F; extt 1)

'“Q m*ﬁ-’kg &
v Thomas Aqumas
(1225-1274)
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